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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . This application has been transferred to a new examiner. The new examiner carefully 
reviewed applicant's arguments with respect to the claims 1 and 7-20 filed on 9/15/05. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 9/15/05 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive as 
to claims 1 and 7-20. 

For the claim 1, the applicant argues that the Conoval reference (U.S. Patent 6,400,903) 
does not teach or suggest training the image capture system to respond to at least one 
command that is received from the foreign remote control. (See applicant's amendment, 
page 3). 

The examiner disagrees. The Conoval reference discloses in Figure 4A, the remote host 
computer (40) is considered as the "foreign remote control" recited in claim 1; the apparatus 
(e.g., relay controller electronics 25 and camera 2 shown in Figure 3B as communications 
transceiver 42 and digital camera 43 shown Figure 4A, see Col. 13, lines 35-39) is considered 
as the "image capture system" recited in claim 1. In Figure 6E, a method (protocol training 
method) for training the image capture system to respond to at least one command that is 
received from the foreign remote control (e.g., the relay controller 69 of the relay controller 
electronics 25 has a Protocol Training Program 88 for capturing the control commands 
sent from the remote host computer 40 and associating the each of command sequence with a 
function tag; and the commands are captured and stored in controller 69 or external memory 
70, see Col. 16, lines 22-41 and Col. 13, lines 35-45). 
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For the claims 11,17 and 20, the applicant argues that there is no disclosure in Rodriguez 
(U.S. Patent 6,889,191) related to the DCHT being associated with a image capture system; 
and the DCHT does not transmit commands associated with image capture (See applicant's 
amendment, page 5). 

The examiner disagrees. The claims 1 1, 17 and 20 do not disclose the limitation " 
transmit commands associated with image capture" instead of a function of the image capture 
system. It should be noted that the means of "a function of the image capture system" is 
broad, e.g., the Rodriguez reference discloses the system comprising DHCT 14, camcorder, 
video camera, television set, display, computer or any electronic devices (all elements of 
system can be physically connected or integrated into a device, See Col. 1 1, 1-5 and 22- 67). 
Therefore, the system is considered as the "image capture system" recited in claims 11,17 
and 20. "a function of the image capture system" also is considered as a function of 
compress pictures from a camera for upstream transmission (see Col. 1 1, lines 19-25) or 
sending control commands functions include: start, stop, standby and no active speech frame 
for controlling the imaging capture system (See Col. 18, lines 45-50). 

3. Since the former examiner incorrectly interpreted the remote relay controller (1) of Conoval 
as the "foreign remote control" recited in claim 1 and incorrectly cited section of the Conoval 
reference in the previous Office Action mailed on 6/29/05, this action is not made final. 
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4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Conoval U.S. 
Patent 6,400,903. 

Referring to claim 1, the Conoval reference discloses in Figures 3B, 4A and 6A-E, a 
method for enabling an image capture system (e.g., the apparatus which considered as the 
"image capture system" includes relay controller electronics 25 and camera 2 shown in 
Figure 3B as communications transceiver 42 and digital camera 43 shown Figure 4A, see 
Col. 13, lines 35-39) to respond to at least one command transmitted by a foreign remote 
control (e.g., the remote host computer 40 is considered as the "foreign remote control" 
shown in Figure 4A) that is associated with a first device, the method comprising the steps 
of: a) training the image capture system to respond to at least one command that is received 
from the foreign remote control (e.g., the relay controller 69 of relay controller electronics 25 
has a Protocol Training Program 88 for capturing the control commands sent from the 
remote host computer 40 and associatingithe command sequence with a function tag; and the 
commands are captured and stored in controller 69 or external memory 70, see Col. 16, lines 
22-41 and Col. 13, lines 35-45); and b) employing the foreign remote control (host computer 
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40) to access at least one function of the trained image capture system (e.g., take photo 
protocol or camera position control command, see Col 6, lines 38-62). 

Referring to claim 7, the Conoval reference discloses wherein the image capture system 
includes a digital image capture device (camera 2 in Figure 3B or camera 43 in Figure 4A). 

Referring to claim 8, the Conoval reference discloses wherein the digital image capture 
device includes one of a digital camera and a digital video camera (See Col. 1, lines 12-12- 
16). 

Referring to claim 9, the Conoval reference discloses wherein the image capture system 
further includes a docking station for receiving the digital image capture device (in Figure 
3B, the enclosure 25 is a docking station of the digital camera 2, see Col. 9, lines 31-57). 

Referring to claim 10, the Conoval reference discloses wherein the image capture system 
includes a docking station for receiving a digital image capture device (in Figure 3B, the 
enclosure 25 is a docking station of the digital camera 2, see Col. 9, lines 31-57); wherein the 
docking station (25) includes at least one accessible function (e.g., the relay controller 69 of 
the relay controller electronics 25 has a Protocol Training Program 88 for capturing the 
control commands sent from the remote host computer 40 and associating the command 
sequence with a function tag as shown in figure 6E, see Col. 16, lines 22-41 and Col. 13, 
lines 35-45). 

6. Claims 1 1-15 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Rodriguez et al. U.S. Patent 6,889,191. 
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Referring to claim 1 1, the Rodriguez reference discloses in Figures 3-6, an image capture 
system (the system is considered as the image capture system comprising DHCT 14, 
camcorder, video camera, television set, display, computer or any electronic devices, all 
elements of system can be physically connected or integrated into a device, See Col. 11,1-5 
and 22- 67) comprising: a) a first function that is accessible by a user (e.g., a function of 
compress pictures from a camera for upstream transmission, see Col. 11, lines 19-25 or 
sending control commands functions include: start, stop, standby and no active speech frame 
for controlling the imaging capture system, see Col. 18, lines 45-50); b) a proxy-based 
remote control mechanism (DHCT 14,see Col. 10, lines 64-67) for receiving commands from 
a foreign remote control (remote control device 480, see Col. 15, lines 8-16), for associating 
at least one received command with the first function of the image capture system, and for 
storing the association between the received command and the first function in an association 
table during a training mode (e.g., during a training procedure, a dictionary as the association 
table associated with the one or more commands representing the at least on function the 
image capture system, See Col. 4, lines 58-67 and Col. 5, lines 1-6); wherein the proxy-based 
remote control mechanism (DHCT 14) during operation receives commands from the foreign 
remote control (480), decodes the received commands by employing the association table, 
and allows the foreign remote control to access the function of the image capture system 
corresponding to the decoded command (See Col. 15, lines 60-67 and Col. 16, lines 1-9). 

Referring to claim 12, the Rodriguez reference discloses wherein the proxy-based remote 
control mechanism (DHCT 14) includes a command receiver (receiver 446 in Figure 4 or 
Microphone 891 in Figure 6) for receiving commands from the foreign remote control (480); 
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a command decoder for decoding the received commands by employing the association table 
(e.g., a speech decoder for decoding the commands by employing the dictionary as the 
association' table, see Col. 4, lines 19-44); and a command training facility (a training 
procedure application) for enabling the foreign remote control (480) to access a function of 
the image capture system that is associated with the decoded command (See Col. 4, lines 58- 
67 and Col. 5, lines 1-6). 

Referring to claim 13, the Rodriguez reference discloses that includes a reminder 
(reviewing the commands entered by training procedure) mode; wherein the proxy-based 
remote control mechanism (DHCT 14) includes a reminder mode module for generating a 
representation of a user interface function (GUI of display 448) in response to receiving a 
command from the foreign remote control when the reminder mode is enabled; wherein the 
reminder mode module enables a user to determine a function of the image capture system 
that is associated with any button on the foreign remote control (e.g., dictionary 458 has user 
associated commands displayed on the GUI display 448, for example the instructions to 
press the first button and describing it as the "enable microphone button 893, see Col. 25, 
lines 29-43). 

Referring to claim 14, the Rodriguez reference discloses wherein the image capture 
system includes a digital image capture device (video camera, see Col. 11, lines 1-5). 

Referring to claim 15, the Rodriguez reference discloses wherein the digital image 
capture device includes one of a digital camera and a digital video camera (e.g., DHCT 14 
digitize and compress pictures from the video camera, this is considered as a digital video 
camera see Col. 11, lines 19-21). 
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Referring to claim 17, the Rodriguez reference discloses all subject matter as discussed in 
respected with same comments to claim 11. 

Referring to claim 18, the Rodriguez reference discloses all subject matter as discussed in 
respected with same comments to claim 12. 

Referring to claim 19, the Rodriguez reference discloses all subject matter as discussed in 
respected with same comments to claim 13. 

Referring to claim 20, the Rodriguez reference discloses a remote control system 
comprising: a) a foreign remote control associated with a first device (remote control device 
480, see Col. 15, lines 8-16); and b) an image capture system (the system is considered as the 
image capture system comprising DHCT 14, camcorder, video camera, television set, 
display, computer or any electronic devices, all elements of system can be physically 
connected or integrated into a device, See Col. 11,1-5 and 22- 67) that includes a first 
function that is accessible by a user; and a proxy-based remote control mechanism (DHCT 
14) for receiving commands from the foreign remote control (See Col. 10, lines 64-67) and 
for associating at least one received command with the first function of the image capture 
system and storing the association between the received command and the first function in an 
association table during a training mode (e.g., during a training procedure, a dictionary as the 
association table associated with the one or more commands representing the at least on 
function the image capture system, See Col. 4, lines 58-67 and Col. 5, lines 1-6); wherein the 
proxy-based remote control mechanism (DHCT 14) during operation receives commands 
from the foreign remote control (480), decodes the received commands by employing the 
association table, and allows the foreign remote control to access the function of the image 
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capture system corresponding to the decoded command (See Col. 15, lines 60-67 and Col. 
16, lines 1-9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 US.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rodriguez et al. U.S. 
Patent 6,889,191 in view of Conoval U.S. Patent 6,400,903. 

Referring to claim 16, the Rodriguez reference discloses all subject matter as discussed 
with respected same comments to claim 11, except the Rodriguez reference dos not explicitly 
show the image capture system includes a docking station for receiving a digital image 
capture device. 

The Conoval reference teaches in Figures 3B and 4A, a method for enabling an image 
capture system (e.g., the apparatus including relay controller electronics 25 and camera 2 
shown in Figure 3B as communications transceiver 42 and digital camera 43 shown Figure 
4A, is considered as the "image capture system", see Col. 13, lines 35-39) to respond to at 
least one command transmitted by a foreign remote control (e.g., the remote host computer 
40 is considered as the "foreign remote control" shown in Figure 4A) that is associated with a 
first device; the image capture system further includes a docking station for receiving the 
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digital image capture device (in Figure 3B, the enclosure 25 is a docking station of the digital 
camera 2, see Col. 9, lines 31-57). The Conoval reference is evidence that one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time to see more advantages the image capture system including a 
docking station for receiving the digital image capture device so that the foreign remote 
control device can easily control rotating the camera for taking photos and forwarding 
images from various viewpoint (See Col. 9, lines 31-35). For that reason, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the image capture system of Rodriguez 
(' 191) by providing a docking station for receiving the digital image capture device as taught 
by Conoval ('903). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
9. Claims 2-6 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 

allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Please see the previous Office Action mailed on 6/29/05 for the reasons of allowance. 



Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Lin Ye whose telephone number is (571) 272-7372. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00AM-5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Ometz can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 



Lin Ye 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2615 



November 3, 2005 




OAVID L. OMETZ 
SUPERVISORY PATENT 
EXAMINER 



